Two sound mixed breed dogs (1 female and 1 neutered male), eight and four years 121 old with a body weight of 18.6 and 20.2 kg respectively served as our control group.
122
The contralateral stifle in those dogs with unilateral CrCL pathology (n = 7) was also 123 included in the latter. 
Results

152
Both control dogs showed no visible translation between the femur and the tibia on The topographic anatomy of the CrCL intuitively leads to the assumption that it fixes 232 the tibia relative to the femur. This way it is easily understandable why early reports 233 on stifle biomechanics express stifle instability in terms of cranial drawer of the tibia 234 (2, 10). Another explanation might be that joint instability has traditionally been de-235 fined in respect to the distal segment. In consequence, since then, any biomechani-236 cal in vitro setup was driven by the conception of tibial instability. However, the fact 237 that even in vivo studies (16, 28) attributed the observed motion solely to the tibia is 238 remarkable, as they measured motion both of the femur and the tibia simultaneously, 
270
A positive cranial drawer test was defined as inclusion criteria, whereas tibial com-271 pression test was not evaluated. We believe that cranial drawer is more sensitive for 
